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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 5, 9 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 5, 9 and 23, the phrase "or the like" renders the claim(s) indefinite 
because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by "or 
the like"), thereby rendering the scope of the cldim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP 
§ 2173.05(d). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (I) an application for patent published under section 
122(b). by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent 
or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application 
filed under the treaty defined In section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty In the 
English language. 

Claims 1-8, 10-12, 14-15 and 19-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Friedrich et al. (6.938,771). 

Regarding claim 1, Friedrich et al. disclose that a key label comprising: a substantially 
cylindrical sleeve 6 (col. 8, line 11; see fig. 3) having an inner surtace 10 (col. 8, line 21; see fig. 
3) and an outer surface and formed of a heat shrink material, the inner surtace of the 
substantially cylindrical sleeve having a through opening (see fig. 3) adapted to slip over a 
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key head such that if fits around a head end of a key and the substantially cylindrical sleeve 
to be heat shrunk to substantially encase the head end of the key. 

Regarding claim 19, Friedrich et al. disclose that a key label comprising: means for 
substantially encasing a head end 4 of means for opening, said substantially encasing means 
including a substantially cylindrical sleeve 6 having an inner surface 10 and an outer surface 
and formed of a heat shrink material, the inner surface of the substantially cylindrical sleeve 
having a through opening adapted to slip over a head end of the opening means to be heat 
shrink to substantially encase the head end of the opening means. 

Regarding claims 2 and 20, Friedrich et al. disclose that when the substantially 
cylindrical sleeve is shrunk to fit around the head end of the key upon being heated to a 
predetermined temperature (col. 9, line 28), the inner surface 10 of the substantially 
cylindrical sleeve at least partially contacting a portion 4 (col. 8, line 19; see fig. 1) of the head 
end of the key after shrinking. 

Regarding claims 3 and 21, Friedrich et al. disclose that the outer surface of the 
substantially cylindrical sleeve provides a writeable surface for application of an identifying 
mark to be applied (col. 6, lines 48-52). 

Regarding claims 4 and 22, Friedrich et al. disclose that the substantially cylindrical 
sleeve, when shrunk covers only the head end 4 of the key or the opening means. 

Regarding claims 5 and 23, Friedrich et al. disclose that the heat shrink material 
comprises one of polyolefin, polyvinyl chloride (col. 8, line 46; see fig. 3), 
polytetrafiuoroethylene (Teflon), or polychloroprene (Neoprene) or the like. 

Regarding claim 6, Friedrich et al. disclose that the substantially cylindrical sleeve is 
at least partially transparent (col. 8, line 27). 

Regarding claim 8, Friedrich et al. disclose that the sleeve is performed to conform 
to the shape of the head portion of the key (see fig. 1). 



Application/Control Number: 10/550,944 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3611 

Regarding claim 10. Frledrich et al. disclose that the sleeve of heat shrink material is 
preformed to conform to a body 4 of a lock. 

Regarding claim II, Friedrich et al. disclose that the sleeve of heat shrink material is 
preformed to conform to a shackle 4 of a lock. 

Regarding claim 12, Frledrich et al. disclose that a method of manufacturing a heat 
shrink label for application to a key head, the method comprising: providing a heat shrink 
material having a substantially cylindrical shape 6 with a predetermined diameter; and 
cutting (col. 6, lines 30-33) the substantially cylindrically shaped heat shrink material into 
sleeves of a predetermined width, each sleeve having an opening therethrough, applying one 
of the sleeves over a key head and heat shrinking the sleeve to the key head. 

Regarding claim 14. Friedrich et al. disclose pre-forming at least one of the 
substantially cylindrically shaped heat shrink material sleeves to partially conform to a 
known shape of a key head to which the at least one section is to be affixed (col. 5, lines 
25-30). 

Regarding claim 15, Friedrich et al. disclose that the sleeve is pre-formed to conform 
to the shape of the head portion of a key (col. 5, lines 25-30). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not Identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the Invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner In which the invention was made. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Friedrich et al. 
Regarding the claim, Friedrich et al. fail to disclose that the substantially cylindrical 
sleeve is to be shrunk by application of heat from a heat source, the heat source comprises 
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one of a gas flame, an electric heating element an infrared heat source, a heated fluid, a 
solid fuel or like heating source. However, Friedrich et al. disclose that the sleeve is made of 
a heat shrink material that is to be shrunk by applying heat. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use one of a gas flame, an electric 
heating element, an infrared heat source, a heated fluid, a solid fuel or like heating source, 
since they are well known in the art, because it is inexpensive and well controllable. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Friedrich et al. 
in view of Zaborney (4,608,323). 

Regarding claim 13, Friedrich et al. fail to disclose that at least partially preshrinking 
the heat shrink material prior to affixation to the key head. However, Zaborney discloses 
that at least partially preshrinking the heat shrink (col. 1, line 39) material prior to affixation. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to use the teaching of Zaborney in the invention of Friedrich et al. for the purpose 
of approximating the cell size. 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Friedrich et al. 
in view of Lesko (6,000,258). 

Regarding claim 24, Friedrich et al. fail to disclose that the opening means comprises 
a key. However, Lesko discloses that said opening means comprises a key 10. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use 
the teaching of Lesko in the invention of Friedrich et al. because it is simple and inexpensive. 

Claims 16-18 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lesko (6,000,258) in view of Friedrich et al. 

Regarding claims 16 and 25, Lesko discloses that a labeling system comprising: 
means for labeling a key 10 (col. 1, line 57; see fig. 1) and means for labeling a lock 20 (col. 2, 
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line 21; see fig. 7A); the liey label means and the lock label means being adapted to indicate 
that the key and the lock are associated with each other. 

However, Lesko fails to discloses that means for labeling a key including a first 
substantially cylindrical sleeve of a heat shrink material having a first predetermined 
diameter, a first predetermined length, an inner surface and an outer surface, such that the 
inner surface of the key label means is adapted to fit around a head end of a key and be 
shrunk to substantially encase the head end of the key. the first substantially cylindrical 
sleeve having a through opening to fit around the head end of the key and be shrink to 
substantially encase the head end of the key and means for labeling a lock Including a 
second substantially cylindrical sleeve of a heat shrink material having a second 
predetermined diameter, a second predetermined length, an inner surface and an outer 
surface and a through opening such that the inner surface of the lock label means is 
adapted to fit around a portion of a lock and be shrunk to substantially encase the portion of 
the lock. However, Friedrich et al. disclose that means for labeling a key including a first 
substantially cylindrical sleeve 6 of a heat shrink material having a first predetermined 
diameter, a first predetermined length, an inner surface 10 and an outer surface, such that 
the inner surface of the key label means is adapted to fit around a head end of a key and be 
shrunk to substantially encase the head end of the key. the first substantially cylindrical 
sleeve having a through opening to fit around the head end of the key and be shrink to 
substantially encase the head end of the key. Therefore. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill In the art at the time of invention to use the teaching of Friedrich et al. in 
the invention of Lesko because It is simple and inexpensive. 

Regarding the limitation of means for labeling a lock including a second substantially 
cylindrical sleeve of a heat shrink material having a second predetermined diameter, a 
second predetermined length, the limitation Includes similar structure with a different shape 



Application/Control Number: 10/550,944 Page 
Art Unit: 3611 

for the purpose of conforming a lock that has a different diameter than a lock. Friedrich et 
al. disclose substantially cylindrical sleeve of a heat shrink material having a diameter to 
conform any shape as desired. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of invention to make the sleeve of Friedrich et al. of a second diameter 
to label a lock, since it only requires common knowledge in the art/ because it is easy and 
inexpensive. 

Regarding claims 17 and 26. Lesko fails to disclose that the second substantially 
cylindrical sleeve is formed to fit around a body portion of the lock. However Friedrich et al. 
disclose that the second substantially cylindrical sleeve Is formed to fit around a body 
portion 4 of the lock. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of Invention to use the teaching of Friedrich et al. In the invention of Lesko 
because it is simple and inexpensive. 

Regarding claims 18 and 27, Lesko fails to disclose that the second substantially 
cylindrical sleeve Is formed to fit around a shackle portion of the lock. However, Friedrich et 
al. disclose that the second substantially cylindrical sleeve is formed to fit around a shackle 
portion 4 of the lock. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the 
art at the time of invention to use the teaching of Friedrich et al. in the invention of Lesko 
because it is simple and inexpensive. 

Conclusion 

Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Syed A. Islam whose telephone number Is (571) 272-7768. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9am-6pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Lesley D. Morris can be reached on (571) 272-6651. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more Information about 
the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access 
to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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